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Response to Comments of Warren Weber, Chief of Division of Rail, California Department of Transportation, 
August 31, 2004 (Letter AS009) 

AS009-1   
The travel time on page S-4 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS refers to 
the HST service between Los Angeles to San Diego via the Inland 
Empire (I-215/I-15).  The HST service along the LOSSAN corridor 
would go no further south than Irvine. 

AS009-2   
The HST service would go no further south along the LOSSAN 
corridor than Irvine.  The segment from Los Angeles to Irvine (44 
miles) is considered a relatively small segment of the statewide 
network (over 800 miles). 

AS009-3   
Acknowledged.  Please see the findings of “Economic Growth and 
Related Impacts” study summarized in Chapter 5 of the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS.  This analysis concluded that the HST Alternative 
would result in denser development than the No Project and Modal 
alternatives even without changes in land use policies and new 
incentives for densification.  Additional land use strategies/incentives 
could increase this benefit of the HST system.  Please also see 
standard response 2.1.12 in regards to HST station locations.  

AS009-4   
The word “predominately” has been substituted for the word 
“completely” in Section S.6 of the Final EIR/EIS document.  
Therefore, the Final EIR/EIS states, “The HST Alternative would 
provide a predominately separate transportation system…”. 

AS009-5   
Yes. 

AS009-6   
Project specific level of detail and preliminary engineering analysis 
will be required to determine if there is enough room for the HST 
infrastructure to completely fit, co-locating within existing freight 
right-of-way (where the alignment is designated as being in or 
adjacent to freight right-of-way).  At a conceptual level, it appears 
that co-location may be possible since most of the freight right-of-
way is presumed to be at least 100 feet wide. 

AS009-7 
As stated on page 2-7 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS, the forecast 
ridership demand is approximately 58 million intercity trips and 10 
million long distance commute trips.  For the purpose of defining the 
Modal Alternative, the intercity trips were divided between air and 
highway modes based on the expected proportion of the 58 million 
trips that would be  diverted from each mode (approximately 41% 
(24 million) from highway and 59% (34 million) from air.  The long 
distance commute trips (10 million) were assumed to be highway 
trips, thus raising the proportions to approximately 50% each for the 
development of the Modal Alternative, which is appropriate for the 
analysis presented in the EIR/EIS.  The geographic distribution of 
diverted air and highway trips was also available from Business Plan 
ridership studies.      

AS009-8 
The assumption of 2 dedicated tracks for passenger service and 2 for 
freight was made for the purposes of defining the physical 
infrastructure and required land area (footprint) and basic operating 
characteristics (i.e., travel time).  Specific operating plans would be 
defined and evaluated in subsequent project level studies. 
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AS009-9 
The Authority considers safety as a critical objective for the proposed 
HST system. The additional definition of safety and external security 
enhancements would be premature and too speculative at this stage 
of study, but would be considered during project-level review.  
The HST tracks will be fully access controlled through the use of 
fencing and wayside monitoring and detection systems along at-
grade sections and at other potential access points.  The system will 
also be fully grade separated from other modes of transportation 
(i.e., roadways).  Stations and rail yards will be designed to restrict 
access to track areas while allowing for safe and efficient processing 
of passengers and trains.  Please also see standard response 2.8.1. 

AS009-10 
The system would not keep customers out of stations.  The 
conceptual design assumes a considerable amount of at-grade 
configuration (see figures 2.7-5, 2.7-7A, 2.7-7B, 2.7-9, 2.7-11, and 
2.7.13), where the HST system is at-grade, it would be fully fenced. 
Section 3.2.3 of the Final Program EIR/EIS has been revised to read 
“fully access controlled,” instead of “fully fenced”. 

AS009-11 
The sentence has been revised to remove the reference to the 
LOSSAN corridor. 

AS009-12 
The referenced sentence explicitly states “…in several of the rail 
corridors under consideration…”.  It should not be inferred that 
LOSSAN is one of these corridors.  Nor should it be inferred that 
additional right-of-way would not be required in the majority of the 
alignment options considered throughout the state.  A significant 
amount of right-of-way would be required throughout the system as 
reflected in the HST Alternative description (Section 2.6) and the 
capital costs (Section 4.2.2). 

AS009-13 
The referenced sentence has been replaced with the following: “The 
second alignment is a shared use alignment that would provide HST 
service along the existing LOSSAN corridor.  The segment from 
Union Station to Fullerton would be improved to provide a total of 4 
tracks and the segment from Fullerton to Irvine would be improved 
to provide a total of 2 tracks.  Improvements in the Fullerton to 
Irvine segment would be made primarily within the existing right-of-
way, however infrastructure requirements would be further 
evaluated at the project level.” 

AS009-14 
Please see standard response 6.40.1, standard response 6.41.1 and 
standard response 6.42.1.  The “low-end” improvements (along the 
LOSSAN corridor) have not been carried forward for further 
consideration. 

AS009-15 
Only a small portion of the Los Angeles to San Diego via Orange 
County alignment option received a “high” and “medium” rating for 
property impacts.  The property section states “…no more than 2 m 
(3km) of rail alignment and station locations (1% or less of the total 
alignment distance in the LOSSAN region) would have a high 
potential for property impact,…” .  The reference to high potential 
for property impacts for the HST Alternative is directly associated 
with these specific portions of the alignment option.  The “low” 
rating for the majority of the segment considered resulted in an 
overall “low” rating.  This alignment option was also rated “low” for 
potential environmental justice impacts, since the areas of potential 
impact represented a relatively small portion of the overall alignment 
length and as stated in the Draft Program EIR/EIS, the residential 
uses along the alignment option identified with high minority 
populations are typically buffered by non-residential uses.  Should 
the HST proposal move forward, additional study will be done as 
part of project-level studies. 
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AS009-16 
Please see Standard Response 6.41.1. 

AS009-17 
For comparison with other system alternatives (No-Project and 
Modal) the total number of potential hazardous material and waste 
sites identified under the HST Alternative is based on a statewide 
system of alignment options that most closely reflects the system 
assumed in the development of the ridership forecasts or 
“representative demand”, which did not include the LOSSAN 
corridor. (see Page 2-7 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS)  Also, please 
see standard response 6.41.1. 

AS009-18 
See response to Comment AS009-13. 

AS009-19 
Please see standard response 6.41.1. 

AS009-20 
Purchase of the initial fleet is considered a capital cost in the 
Program EIR/EIS and was included. [see 4-C-13 and 4-C-18 of 
Appendices].  Fleet maintenance, replacement, depreciation, and 
interest are included in Equipment Maintenance in Table 4.3-3.  
Propulsion (power) costs are also included in Table 4.3-3.  Labor is 
included in all categories, as appropriate in Tables 4.3-3 and 4.3-4.   

AS009-21   
The Pacific Surfliner service does not provide intercity conventional 
rail service between San Jose and Santa Barbara and requires at 
least one modal transfer.  Table 1.2-3 does not include intercity bus 
service travel times – which would be faster than any existing 
conventional rail service between these points and would not require 
a transfer. 

AS009-22   
Acknowledged.  Page 1-10 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS does not 
state that the Coast Corridor is state-supported.   

AS009-23   
The Final EIR/EIS has been changed to acknowledge the existing rail 
service connections at Burbank Airport. 

AS009-24   
Section 2.5.1 “Modal Alternatives Considered and Rejected” provides 
the explanation as to why conventional rail improvements were not 
included in the Modal Alternative (page 2-17 of the Draft Program 
EIR/EIS.  Please also see standard response 2.9.1 in regards to the 
rejection of HST technologies at speeds below 200 mph.  The slower 
conventional rail service sharing tracks with conventional freight 
services with much longer travel times (which are not competitive 
with air and auto travel modes) would not “meet the same intercity 
demand that would be served by the proposed HST system”.  The 
Program EIR/EIS acknowledges that the Modal Alternative consists 
of future expansions of highways and airports since highway and air 
transportation travel are clearly the predominant modes for intercity 
trips in California (Draft Program EIR/EIS page 2-15).   

AS009-25 
The only commercial carrier, America West, stopped commercial 
service at Stockton metropolitan Airport in September of 2003 during 
the late stages of preparation of the Draft EIR/EIS.  San Joaquin 
County is actively seeking a new commercial carrier for the Stockton 
airport.  For the purposes of defining the No-Project and Modal 
Alternatives, Stockton Metropolitan Airport will remain in the 
document with appropriate clarifications.  However, as in the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS, it is not improved under the Modal Alternative.  

Figure 2.4-1 has been revised per the comments. 
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AS009-26 
The footnote on page 3.4-1 has been revised to read as follows: 
“This eliminates the need for trains to blow horns or sound warning 
bells at these grade separated (previous grade crossing) locations.” 

AS009-27 
Land use compatibility, as considered for determining the extent of 
potential property impacts, was reviewed based on existing land 
uses and for future land uses, based on general plans and other 
planning documents.  It is within the authority of local land use 
agencies to consider planning measures to reflect proposed future 
transportation projects, including rail projects.  The Authority intends 
to work with local jurisdictions during implementation if a decision is 
made to go forward with the proposed HST program. 

AS009-28 
Acknowledged. 

AS009-29 
Local jurisdictions would be responsible for general plan revisions. 

AS009-30 
Coordination of preservation efforts could be considered in the 
future, following the completion of this program EIR/EIS process and 
after a decision has been made to move forward with the proposed 
HST system. 

AS009-31 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the downtown 
Sacramento station site as the preferred HST station location for a 
potential station to serve the Sacramento area.  This station option 
would maximize opportunities for intermodal connectivity and is 
located in downtown Sacramento within walking distance of the 
State Capitol. 

AS009-32 
The Authority would coordinate with Caltrans during subsequent 
project level environmental reviews of segments with the potential to 
affect the  Department’s facilities. 

AS009-33 
Acknowledged.  These studies will be considered as part of future 
project specific study should the HST proposal move forward. 

AS009-34 
Acknowledged. 

AS009-35    
Acknowledged that Caltrans has established requirements for work 
to be performed within state highway right of way or affecting state 
highway facilities. 

AS009-36   
Please see response to Comment AS009-35. 

AS009-37  
Acknowledged.  The sentence has been revised. 

AS009-38   
Acknowledged. 

AS009-39   
Acknowledged. 

AS009-40  
Acknowledged, however, the Authority has determined to remove 
from further consideration the suggested station at Los Banos. 
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AS009-41 
Acknowledged.  The Draft EIR/EIS does not look only to the year 
2020 in setting the capacity of the system.  The ridership and 
revenue forecasts use 2020 as the base forecast year.  However, the 
ridership and revenue studies also evaluated how ridership would 
grow over time and as the system matures, up to the year 2050 (see 
Authority’s June 2000 Business Plan and CRA ridership and revenue 
studies).  As noted on page 2-7 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS, the 
HST system would have a capacity to carry more than two times the 
high-end forecasts for 2020.  Please also see Section 3.2.3 of the 
Program EIR/EIS under “sustainable capacity”. 

AS009-42 
See response to Comment AS009-32. 

AS009-43 
The Draft Program EIR/EIS described the alignment configuration of 
each alignment option considered and the supporting information as 
to why particular configurations were proposed (e.g., 
constructability, cost, land use constraints, etc.).  The specific issues 
vary by segment and it is not practical to consider such site-specific 
details at the program level.  Site–specific alignments would be 
studied and refined at the project level. 

AS009-44 
Acknowledged. 

AS009-45 
Please see Section 3.2.3 of the Program EIR/EIS under 
“Connectivity”.  See Final Program EIR/EIS Section 3.2.4.B. 
Operational and maintenance issues associated with locating HST 
infrastructure within or adjacent to existing rights of way are highly 
site specific in nature and will be addressed during the subsequent 
project level analysis, as more specificity is defined for proposed 
alignments and facilities. 

AS009-46 
Encroachment, operational, and maintenance issues along the right-
of-way of highway facilities, along with other issues related to HST 
constructed in or adjacent to highway right-of-way, were factors 
considered in the elimination of highway alignment options 
throughout the state (please see Chapter 2, Section 2.6.9 of the 
Draft Program EIR/EIS).  In only two segments were freeway 
alignments considered as part of the HST Alternative.  The segment 
from the Inland Empire to San Diego (I-215/I-15) corridor where 
there are no existing rail rights-of-way, and the I-880 alignment 
between San Jose and Fremont.  In each of these cases, these 
options were determined to have the least potential environmental 
impacts at a program level analysis.  In the case of the I-215/I-15 
corridor, no other feasible alignment option was identified.  Should 
the HST proposal move forward, project specific analysis will address 
in detail the potential impacts of the HST system on highway 
facilities.  Please see response to Comment AS009-45. 

AS009-47 
The potential “interconnectivity” that the HST alternative could 
provide for the Central Valley airports and intercity highways was not 
considered to be significant enough to note as part of this Program 
EIR/EIS.  Should the HST proposal move forward this may be 
considered as part of future studies. 

AS009-48 
See Final Program EIR/EIS Section 3.1.4.B. 

AS009-49 
The section referenced on Page 3.1-17 is referring to alternative 
station locations and as mentioned in your comment, there is only 
one station option in Fresno that is carried forward in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 
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AS009-50 
The analysis method is appropriate and adequate for the program 
level EIR/EIS.  Caltrans plans and reports and local agency site-
specific planning documents would be fully considered in subsequent 
project level environmental review. 

AS009-51, 52, 53, & 54:   
Acknowledged. The Authority plans to cooperate with the 
Department in the development of corridor plans and concepts, and 
to coordinate with Department regarding proposed HST system 
planning, and looks forward to the Department inclusion of the 
proposed HST system in its planning efforts.   See also above 
response to Comment AS009-35. 

AS009-55  
Section 2.3.3 has been added to the Final Program EIR/EIS to 
address related projects.  Please also see response to Comment 
AL061-1.  

AS009-56  
The Authority has identified the SR-58/Soledad Canyon Corridor 
(Antelope Valley) with an HST station at Palmdale as the preferred 
option for crossing the Tehachapi Mountains between the Central 
Valley and Southern California.   

AS009-57 
Please see standard response 10.1.7.  The Authority has identified 
Los Angeles Union Station as a potential HST station location and the 
I-215/I-15 Corridor (via the Inland Empire) as the preferred HST 
alignment between Los Angeles and San Diego.  

AS009-58 
Coordination with state and federal agencies has been and would 
continue to be an essential part of environmental review of the 
proposed HST system.   During project level environmental review, 
agency coordination would focused on, regional and site-specific 

resources and issues, including intermodal connectivity, Native 
American and archaeological resources, wildlife corridors, noise, and 
construction impacts, as well as coordination with other projects and 
actions in the vicinity of proposed HST facilities and permitting of 
construction.  Please also see the discussion of “design practices” in 
Chapter 3 of the Final Program EIR/EIS.  

AS009-59  
The certified Final Program EIR/EIS will support future corridor 
preservation activities for preferred corridors.  Please also see 
response to Comment AS009-30. 

AS009-60  
See Sections 2.6.6 and 2.6.7 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS. 

AS009-61  
Acknowledged. 

AS009-62  
These issues will be further addressed in subsequent implementation 
and planning studies,  in project level environmental reviews and in 
engineering and design work. Each section of Chapter 3 also outlines 
specific design features that will be applied to the implementation of 
the HST system to avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential impacts.  
The Authority’s powers are sufficient to build and operate the 
proposed HST system, including the use of contractors. 

AS009-63  
The Authority does not have jurisdiction over local land use 
decisions, but it expects to work with local jurisdictions to encourage 
denser development around station areas.  The potential for traffic 
impacts related to the HST stations (exclusive of other land use 
changes) are presented in the Program EIR/EIS.  Detailed traffic 
analysis would be completed for project level environmental review.  
Please refer to Chapter 6B of the Final Program EIR/EIS regarding 
transit oriented development guidelines.  
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AS009-64 

During the screening evaluation, a station option was considered on 
the BNSF alignment near Farmington Road.  The station option was 
eliminated from further consideration.  See Section 2.6.9.B., Page 2-
59.  The Final Program EIR/EIS identifies the Downtown Stockton 
ACE station as preferred.  However, based upon your comment, the 
Authority has recommended that a potential Stockton station along 
the BNSF alignment be considered at the project-level. 

AS009-65  
Chapter 5 of the Program EIR/EIS analyzes the growth inducement 
potential at a regional and county level.  Section 5.3.5. addresses 
differences between HST Alignment options.  However, it would be 
primarily HST stations, rather than alignments, which would have 
the potential to induce growth.  In addition the Authority has not 
identified the bypass options at Merced and Modesto as within the 
preferred alignment option for the Central Valley segment of the 
proposed HST system. See also response to Comment AF008-13.  

AS009-66  
Specific issues pertaining to the interface between the new UC 
Merced campus and the Merced HST station options would be 
identified and addressed in a subsequent project level review. 

AS009-67  
Page 3.1-5, Item C has been revised to include I-205. 

AS009-68  
The section referenced on Page 3.1-17 is referring to alternative 
station locations and because there is only one station option in 
Stockton that is carried forward in the Draft Program EIR/EIS, no 
comparative analysis is needed. 

AS009-69   
Acknowledged. 

AS009-70   
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.1.1 and standard 
response 2.1.2. 

AS009-71   
Acknowledged. 

AS009-72   
Acknowledged. 

AS009-73  
Specific design solutions will be addressed as part of subsequent 
project level environmental reviews.  Please see the “design 
practices” descriptions included as part of Chapter 3 (for each 
environmental resource area) of the Final Program EIR/EIS 
document. 

AS009-74  
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 10.1.7. 

AS009-75  
See standard response 6.3.1.  Neither CEQA nor NEPA require an 
environmental impact report or statement to include a cost/benefit 
analysis. 

AS009-76  
Acknowledged.   

AS009-77   
Acknowledged. 

AS009-78   
Acknowledged. 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  3-98

 

AS009-79   
Acknowledged.  Please also see response to Comment AL040-5. 

AS009-80   
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.36.1. 

AS009-81   
Acknowledged.  The analysis was done at an appropriate level for a 
program EIR/EIS document.  Should the HST proposal move 
forward, more detail analysis will be done as part of future project-
specific studies. 

AS009-82  
A business plan and not an MIS was prepared by the Authority for 
the proposed HST system.  A number of previous feasibility studies 
for the HST system are referenced in the Program EIR/EIS (see 
Section 2.3.1), which addresses comparison of an HST system to 
other modal alternatives. 

AS009-83  
Please see standard response 2.7.1 and standard response 2.7.3. 

AS009-84  
Acknowledged.  

AS009-85  
Statewide and regional growth inducing potential is addressed in 
Chapter 5.  Potential local growth inducing impacts associated with 
particular proposed stations will be addressed in subsequent project 
level environmental review. 

AS009-86  
Passenger costs were estimated and compared based on average 
passenger costs per mode and per trip for five representative city 
pairs and assuming full HST system operation.  See Page 3.2-34 
“Passenger Cost”. 

AS009-87  
Specific programs are not defined at this stage of study, however, 
the HST would be a commercial system and  use of the system 
would be encouraged by price incentives, and  other 
advantages/benefits of the HST system including, but not limited to, 
excellent safety and reliability, reduced passenger cost,  
convenience, and competitive trip times. 

AS009-88  
Operations and maintenance (O&M) related costs are estimated in 
Section 4.3.2 of the Program EIR/EIS.  Revenue and O&M cost 
estimates prepared for the Authority’s Final Business Plan indicated a 
statewide HST system in California could operate at a revenue 
surplus, including all operations and maintenance cost elements. The 
HST system is being advanced as a commercially viable proposal 
that would cover operating costs with system revenues. 

AS009-89  
Please see response to Comment AS009-35.  These topics will be 
addressed comprehensively in subsequent project level 
environmental review. 

AS009-90 

Please see standard response 6.41.1. 

AS009-91 
Acknowledged.  



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  3-99

 

Comment Letter AS010 
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Response to Comments of Jeff Denham, Senator, California State Senate, August 31, 2004 (Letter AS010) 

AS010-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  3-101

 

Comment Letter AS011 
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Response to Comments of Mark G. Adelson, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, September 1, 2004 
(Letter AS011) 

AS011-1 
Acknowledged.  No additional or different water crossings have been 
identified in the Final Program EIR/EIS for Region 8.  See discussion 
of “design practices” in Chapter 3 (for each environmental resource 
area) of the Final Program EIR/EIS. 

AS011-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.29.3. 
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